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DETAILED ACTION 

Remarks 

1 . In response to communications filed on 13 July 2009, claim 1 is amended. 
Claims 1 and 3 are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over. 
Klein et a\ . (US Patent 6,496,825) in view of Bromberq etal . (US Patent 5,819,066). 

As to claim 1 , Klein et al . teaches a method comprising: 

receiving, from two or more different software systems, electronic data relating to 
a transaction involving documentation communicated in an electronic form (see 6:40-55, 
6:60-67, and 7:18-33), wherein: 

the electronic data relating to the transaction is produced by one of the two or 
more different software systems from which the electronic data is received (see 6:40-55, 
6:60-67, and 7:18-33. A local transaction and a local transaction identifier are created. 
When the work is passed to a remote system, the remote system creates a remote 
transaction identifier, and creates a "control block data structure where it stores 



Application/Control Number: 10/666,728 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2164 

information about the local transaction, T2, including its association with transaction 
T1"); and 

the electronic data is received in a system performing the method which is not 
one of the systems from which the data is received (see Figure 2, 6:16-28. Transaction 
Management domains 30 and 40 may export processes to transaction management 
domain 20); 

Processing copies of the electronic data to identify electronic documentation 
items and at least one key value associated with an electronic documentation item 
received from one of the at least two different software systems, wherein the at least 
one key value includes a key value that identifies the transaction in the software system 
the electronic documentation item is received from (see 6:60-67 and 7:18-33. Also see 
7:46-69. When the data is returned, the remote system looks up the global identifier); 

using the at least one key value to look up a unique transaction identifier 
associated with the transaction on a system performing the method (see 7:46-69), 
wherein the transaction includes one unique transaction identifiers and two or more 
associated key values, wherein each key value is a key value used to identify the 
transaction within one of the two or more different software systems from which the 
electronic data relating to the transaction was received (see 7:49-69. Each transaction 
includes a local key value for the system on which it is run. Each transaction is also 
associated with a global unique identifier that serves to assist in identifying related 
transactions); 
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Indexing the documentation items according to the at least one key value and 
transaction identifier (see 7:28-33 and 7:54-59); 

Archiving the documentation items in a data storage system or device, the 
archiving including storing the documentation items on the data storage system or 
device (see 7:28-33 and 7:54-59); and 

wherein all documentation items relating to a transaction are retrievable using 
one of the key values of the two or more different software systems from which the 
electronic data relating to the transaction was received (see Klein et al . 7:28-33 and 
7:54-59). 

Klein et al . does not teach logging one or more of a date and time associated 
with at least some of the documentation items, 

Bromberq et al . teaches logging one or more of a date and time associated with 
at least some of the documentation items (see 6:46-65. Benchmark transactions log the 
time the transaction was started); and 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Klein et al . by the teachings of Bromberq 
et al ., because Bromberq et al . provides the benefit of a reproducible and scalable 
transaction profile for measuring the performance of a database server (see 2:3-4). 

As to claim 3, Klein et al . teaches a system comprising: 
operatively couple the computer via a first interface with a first external system 
producing first electronic data relating to a transaction involving documentation 
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communicated in an electronic form, wherein the first electronic data includes at least a 
first key value, the first key value identifying the transaction within the first external 
system (see 6:40-55, 6:60-67, and 7:18-33. Also see 6:20-28 and 7:46-50. The system 
may use multiple remote systems); 

operative couple the computer via a second interface with a second external 
system producing second electronic data relating to the transaction, wherein the second 
electronic data includes at least a second key value, the second key value identifying 
the transaction within the second external system (see 6:40-55, 6:60-67, and 7:18-33. 
Also see 6:20-28 and 7:46-50. The system may use multiple remote systems); and 

Process copies of the first and second electronic data to identify electronic 
documentation items and at least one key value associated with an electronic 
documentation item (see 6:40-55, 6:60-67, and 7:18-33); 

Use the key value to look up a unique transaction identifier associated with the 
transaction (see 7:46-69); 

Index the documentation items according to key value and unique transaction 
identifier (see 6:60-67 and 7:18-33. Also see 7:46-69. When the data is returned, the 
remote system looks up the global identifier); 

Archive the documentation items (see 6:60-67 and 7:18-33. Also see 7:46-69. 
When the data is returned, the remote system looks up the global identifier); and 

Klein et al . does not teach log one or more of a date and time associated with at 
least some of the documentation items. 
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Bromberg et al . teaches log one or more of a date and time associated with at 
least some of the documentation items (see 6:46-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Klein et al . by the teachings of Bromberg 
et al ., because Bromberg et al . provides the benefit of a reproducible and scalable 
transaction profile for measuring the performance of a database server (see 2:3-4). 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 13 July 2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that "Klein is a threadbased processing system, where even if 
there is some form of data archiving, it is performed within the context of a transaction 
processing thread. In contrast, claim 1 is directed to a method that receives electronic 
data that may originate in a thread, but the processing in the claim is for archiving and 
not related to the processing of the data within the thread of the transaction that is being 
archived." 

In response to this argument, it is noted the claim language only refers to 
processing "electronic data relating to a transaction" to identifying "electronic 
documentation items" and "archiving the documentation items in a data storage system 
or device, the archiving including storing the documentation items on the data storage 
system or device." There is also no claim language stating that "the processing" of 
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claim 1 "is for archiving and not related to the processing of the data within the thread of 
the transaction that is being archived." It is also noted that all of the transaction 
managers involved in sharing the work in Klein et al . "create a control block data 
structure where it stores information about the local transaction" (see 7:28-33). That is 
"archiving the documentation items" on the local or remote data storage system, as 
appropriate. Thus, Klein et al .. in view of Bromberq etal ., does teach the claimed 
limitations. 

Applicant also argues that "the archiving, as specified by the claim amendment is 
performed by a different system than the system from which the data originated." In 
response to this argument, it is noted that the claim amendment specifies only archiving 
on "a data storage system." It contains no description or specification of which data 
storage system. Secondly, it is noted that in Klein et al .. each transaction manager 
stores the documentation data (see 7:28-33). 

Applicant argues that claim 3 is patentable over Klein et al . and Bromberq et al .. 
because claim 3 "specifies that the computer which executes the instructions is coupled 
to the first and second external systems from which the data is received." In response to 
this argument, it is noted that Klein et al . discloses at 5:39-54 and 6:20-28 and Figure 2 
that transaction management domains 30 and 40 may export processes to transaction 
management domain 20. 



Conclusion 



Application/Control Number: 10/666,728 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2164 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHARLES D. ADAMS whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3938. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM, M - F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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